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PATIENT PROTECTION ACT/Motion to Proceed

SUBJECT: Patient Protection Act of 1998 . . . H.R. 4250. Lott motion to table the Daschle motion to proceed.
ACTION: MOTION TO TABLE AGREED TO, 50-47

SYNOPSIS: H.R. 4250, the Patient Protection Act of 1998, will enact Health Maintenamgeai@ation (HMO) reforms
and other health care reformspétssed the House/ la vote of 216-210, with 213 Reblicans votig in favor
and 12 gainst, and 12 Democrats vagiim favor and 197 gainst. The one socialist in the House votgdiast the bill as well.
Senator Daschle movedpioceed to the bill. Before grintervenirg debate, Senator Lott moved to table that motion. However,
some debate occurred after the motion to table.

Those favoringthe motion to table contended:

Our Democratic colleques obviousl are not intent opassimy the House Raublicans' health care bill. Their actions, both foda
and for thepast several monthprove also that theare not intent opassirg their own law-suit hppy assault on the health care
system either. We amuite possibl on the last daof session for this Cagness, and our collgaes now tell us that tyevant to
bring up the House bill so that thecan attach theroposal to it as a substitute. How could that be? For months on end Democrati
Senators havgiously insisted that it was not humagrpossible to consider their health careposal under antype of ayreement
that mght limit time and amendments--no, dozens of amendments and weeks of debate wayuloidze Now we are gected
to believe that this stunt of mogjto the House bill is a serious atignto consider health care this session? Obwoitisé not.
This motion igust apublic relationsgimmick, which mg impress a few of the dimmer bulbs in firess but which clearlis not
expected to result in thpassage of aty legislation. Nothimg is going to be worked out at this late hour.

Thisyear Democratic Senators have not shown thhtskt interest ipassirg a reform bill. Thg have rallied around a radical
Kenned bill that is fine forposturirg but which thg know full well will never be acgted ty Republicans. That bill would create
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a huge new rgulatoly and bureaucratic scheme for takowver health care. Accordjrio a June 1998 aryalis by Multinational
Business Services (which is cprised of former Office of Margement and Bugkt officials), Kenneg-Care wouldplace 196 new
mandates omprivate health insurance cqanies, institute at least 56 new instances for Federal lawsuits (irglagimst
enployers, which would encouga enployersjust to drgp coverae altagether),put in place at least 59 new Federajuéations,
require 3,828 new Federal workers to administer the new bureaucracies, and cost the Federal Government $776.5 million over the
next Syears. Accordig to the Cogressional Buget Office, Kenneg-Care would increase health insurapoemiums ly at least
4 percent (indpendent accountmfirms havegiven much hgher estimates), and accorgito the General AccountinOffice
(GAO), evey 1-percent increase ipremiums causes 300,000 Americans to lose their health insurance. In other words, at a
minimum the Kennegbill would take awg health care from 1.2 million Americans. We have haselatched the surface of the
horrendougproblems with that bill. Suffice it to gahat we do not want, nor do the Amerigmaple want, the Federal Government
to tell Americans what health servicesythmust have and mupsy for, nor do we want to tiepuour health careystem with
bureaucrats secorgitessig and lawersgetting rich off evey medical decision. Democrats of course know that there is not the
slightest chance that their radigdén will ever be enacted. However, yhgave not tried to modifit, nor have thg shown ag
interest in workig with Republicans on devefwng an accptable solution.
Republicans, on the other hand, have beel gerious about craftgna solution to th@roblems that KenngdCarepretends
to address. Thehave develped a bill, which has been rgafibr floor consideration for months, that would incregesients' access
to medical care and that would ensuredbality and confidentialif of that care, and would do so withoufposing massive new
mandates, bureaucracies, and costs. That bill hggparsof a maorit of Senators, and Democrats know it. The
passed. If it became layroblems with health insurance would be eliminated angwaild lose golitical
issue. From June until now thbave therefore insisted that if the Rblican bill is taken u, it will be with the o ortunit for
countless amendments to be considered withopt@asonable time limits. Such agreement wouldjive them a chance to
dema assed, it would
wa that health care reform igin oints on which Members
cana
arties su ort. Health care can and should be aomig islative issue nextear. Whether
it is or not is p to Democrats. Thecan work with us, or thecan gain make it golitical issue. The choice is theirs.

Those opposinghe motion to table contended:

This vote will be the last chance that Qoass will have this session togriin thegreed actions of HMOs thagbut profits
ahead of life and health. Eyeme is vey aware of the need to clgndown on HMO abuses. The instancegroks mistreatment
of patients are becomgriegion. Republicans have a weak bill that would failgmovide arywhere near the number gieific
protections as would bgrovided under the Kenngaill, and it would noprovide alywhere near universatotection. In our view,
we think the Rpublican bill was drafted more fwotect insurance copanies than it was tarotect thepatients who are so often
the victims of those copanies. We do not know of aiissue that is more portant to millions of Americans than their health care,
yet Regpublicans for months have been insigtihat we cannot discuss it unless we do it undey lmited terms. First the
suggested that we hayast one vote on the Reblican bill and one vote on the Democratic bill; thery thggested that each side
also would be allowed to offer three amendments for a total of six amendments. Democratpaposted-that each side should
be allowed to offer 20 amendments. The Democrats' offer wpasagsgonable. It is common on jorabills to consider 100 or more
amendments; to limit amendmentgust 40 on such a critical issue is rgatiore than manDemocrats thaght was accgtable.
Republicans refused the offer, thglu knowirg full well that Democrats could gilight mary of the R@ublican bill's manifest
flaws if they had the pportunity to offer 20 amendments. Further yth@ew that Democrats woufslobabl win mary of the votes
on those amendments, and th@utgican bill would then unravel. Our Rdblican collegues do not reaflwant to debate this issue
because it is a debate thatythell lose. They are on the wraside of the issue. We maotprevail on this vote, but neyear we
will be back, and eventuglreforms will be enacted.

gogue the bill and tr to prevent itspassae. If it werep ust be vetoed, and Democrats would sustain that veto.
The onl to be enacted is if it is done on aditisan basis on the

gree. Democrats, thigear, wanted omlto play politics with the issue. If theever decide tget serious, we will be dglted
+A wnrl it el itinne An Mattare that hnth



